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Planslist 
Item No. 
 
1.   S/2004/2481 - DEVELOPMENT OF THREE RESIDENTIAL UNITS IN GROUNDS OF 
THROGMORTON HALL ,PORTWAY, OLD SARUM SP4 6BN 
 
Letter and plan from agent – Letter attached in full –( Appendix 1) 
Letter from Old Sarum Airfield – Attached in full – (Appendix 2) 
 
2 Letters from Third Party – Letters Attached in full. Members should also note that one of the letters was 
accompanied by an additional comment sheet, which urged members to consider the safety aspects of 
the existing vehicular access onto the portway.- (Appendix 3, 4) 
 
HDS NOTES 
 
Members should note that the final suggestion made by the airfield regarding the lopping of the trees 
would be difficult to attached as a condition to any planning permission as the restriction on the height of 
trees (which are not development) would be difficult to enforce. Furthermore, whether or not members 
approve the development of this land, the trees would remain. Therefore a restriction on the height of the 
trees would also not be linked directly to the development of the site, making such a condition 
unnecessary. 
 
With regards the letters and comments from the Third Party’s, the Council’s EHO has reiterated that he 
considers the survey undertaken for the Council regarding noise issues around the airfield was still robust 
and to his knowledge there has been no significant increase in flying activities. Indeed, the EHO has 
commented that in his opinion, the actual noise from the aircraft is perhaps quieter now than they were as 
some of the noisier aircraft that were frequenting the airfield in the late 1990’s are no longer using the 
airfield. He has again reiterated that the safety issues are not an issue on which he can comment. 
 
The case officer has spoken directly to Lesley Maynard (the manager of old sarum airfield) with regards 
the changes in aircraft usage of the airfield since the late 1990’s (when the original noise survey was 
done). She has confirmed verbally that there has been a 3 to 5 percent maximum increase per annum in 
aircraft use.  
 
The EHO remains doubtful that there has been a significant increase in aircraft rates since the original 
report was commissioned.  
 
Taking into account the comments of the various third parties, the CAA, the airfield, the EHO, and the fact 
that a previous 2002 application for 5 dwellings was not refused on either noise or safety grounds, it is 
officers advice that a refusal based on the noise and safety impacts of this scheme for 3 dwellings would 
be difficult to support on any subsequent appeal which may be lodged by the applicant. 

 
 

2.   S/2004/2730 DEMOLITION OF DWELLING AND REPLACEMENT WITH TWO DETACHED 
DWELLINGS INCLUDING ALTERATIONS TO FORM NEW ACCESS AT NANT PERIS, LYNDHURST 
ROAD, LANDFORD,SP5 2AF 

  
1.  Letter from objector, on grounds of two dwellings would increase flooding issues in Lyndhurst Road, 
dwellings should be bungalows and not two storey, highway safety from increased traffic using site, 
development of larger dwellings would not enhance qualities of the village.  
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2.   Letter from the Applicant raising the following points: 
 

i) Comments regarding points raised by the Parish Council. These points are covered in the 
officer’s report. Also included is a separate letter from the Environment Agency which identifies the site 
as being outside the scope of the Agency’s advice. Issue of surface water has been dealt with by 
condition.  

ii)  Applicant considers it inappropriate to apply Policy HA4. 
iii)  Objection to Condition requiring single storey dwellings on grounds of loss of light and 

overlooking. These matters should be dealt with by condition. Common Road, Whiteparish given as an 
example.  

iv)  Request Condition for Dwelling 1 to prevent insertion of windows in southern elevation, and for 
Dwelling 2 to prevent insertion of windows on north elevation, except where they are direct glazed with 
obscure glass.   

v)  Object to removal of rooflights under permitted development   
 
  Note from HDS 
 

i) Policy HA4 is applicable to all proposals for replacement dwellings in the New Forest Heritage 
Area.  

ii) The application raised new concerns from neighbours regarding potential overlooking and loss 
of light, and the condition was considered appropriate for this reason, to ensure that development 
complies with Policy G2. However, the applicant would still be in a position to apply for a removal of that 
condition at the full planning stage, subject to acceptability of elevations in respect of light and 
overlooking. It is not considered that ODPM’s guidelines on density apply to this site, as it is too small.  

iii) The removal of rooflights was required by Condition in an effort to ensure undue overlooking of 
neighbouring properties does not take place. This condition is common at outline stage for new 
dwellings, where the LPA considers insertion of a rooflight in a bedroom or bathroom would enable 
overlooking to take place. In the absence of full details of the proposal, positions of windows and layout 
of rooms in relation to adjoining properties, this condition is considered entirely appropriate.  

 
 
  Following legal advice, a number of conditions contained within the officer report need to be changed      

 thus: 
Condition 06 should end thus: “The development shall be constructed as agreed prior to the first 

occupation of the dwellings, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority”. 
 
Condition 07 should read: “Following the first occupation of the dwellings, the access shall remain 

ungated thereafter” 
 
Condition 11 should end thus: “..approved scheme, prior to the first occupation of the dwellings, 

unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority”. 
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